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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 
Reconsideration and continued examination of the above-identified application are 

respectfully requested. 

At ijage 2 of the Office Action, the Examiner indicates that claims 1 -39 are pending and that 
the obviousness-type double patenting rejection has been withdrawn. 

However, as indicated to the Examiner in several telephone conversations, the Examiner's 
disposition of the claims as set forth on the Office Action Summary and in the Office Action is 
inconect. In particular, and based on the Preliminary Amendment filed October 3, 2003, along 
with the present application, claims 1-21, 32, 33, and 40-58 are pending in the present application. 
By way of the Preliminary Amendment, claims 22-31 and 34-39 have been canceled. Thus, the 
Examiner's indication that claims 22, 23, 29, and 31 are rejected in view of cited art is not correct 
since these claims are canceled. Furthemiore, the Examiner's indication that claims 24-28, 30, and 
34-39 are objected to, but otherwise would be allowable, cannot be correct since these claims are 
canceled. Moreover, claims 40-58 were not examined. In several telephone conversations, 
including a February 13, 2006 telephone conversation and a March 15, 2006 telephone 
conversation, the Examiner was informed of these errors, and the applicants requested a new Office 
Action and the Examiner indicated that a new Office Action would be appropriate. However, the 
^plicants have not received such a new Office Action, and in view of the due date, the applicants 
were required to respond to this Office Action. In view of these errors and the previous request for 
a new Office Action, any subsequent Office Action in this present application needs to examine 
claims 40-58, which were pending at the time of the filing of this application, but were not 
examined by the present Office Action. 
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In summary, the applicants are entitled to a new non-final Office Action which takes into 

account these errors* The undersigned and the ai^licants appreciate the Examiner's understanding 

in this matter. 

At p^e 2 of the Office Action, the Examiner rejects 1-1 1, 18, 21-23, 29, and 31-33 under 
35 US.C. §102(b) as being anticipated by Spenadel et al. (U.S. Patent No. 4,244,861). The 
Examiner asserts that Spenadel et al. relates to an olefin based polymer composition which uses N- 
550 carbon black. The Examiner asserts that this carbon black would meet the physical property 
requirements of the rejected claims. The Examiner further asserts that these compositions are 
further taught as having volume resistivities as claimed. For the following reasons, this rejection is 
respectfully traversed. 

As stated, claims 22, 23, 29, and 31 were canceled by way of the Preliminary Amendment 
which was filed on the same day as the present application. Accordingly, the rejection of these 
clainis is moot and should be withdrawn. 

With respect to the remaining claims, it appears &at the Examiner has not taken into 
account tiie claims as pending by way of the Preliminary Amendment. Claim 1 and the claims 
dependent on claim 1 recite a finger trap safety system which comprises a particular conductive 
polymer composition which contains at least one polymo* and at least one carbon black having the 
particular characteristics set forth in claim 1. Similarly, claim 32 recites a method of electrostatic 
painting of a finger trap safety system. Thus, the rejected claims relate to a finger trap safety system 
or a method of painting a finger trap safety system. As described at the bottom of page 12 and at 
the top of page 13 of the present ^plication, a finger trap safety system can include conductive 
zones which can be two conductive components or zones which are generally separated by an 
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Insulating compound. 

In Spenadel et al., this cited reference relates to specij&c injection-molded structures and 
specific examples are automotive fender extensions, grilles, and front and rear fascia. There is no 
teaching or suggestion in Spenadel a al. relating to finger trap safety systems at all and no teaching 
of finger trap safety systems which contain the conductive polymer composition recited in the 
present claims. Accordingly, for at least these reasons, Spenadel et al. does not teach or suggest the 
claimed invention. For these reasons, this rejection should be withdravm. 

The applicants do appreciate the Examiner's indication that claims 12-17, 19, 20, 24-28, 30, 
and 34-39 would be allowable. However, as indicated above, several of these claims have been 
canceled. Thus, the Examiner is respectfidly requested to reconsider which claims would be 
allowable. 

The applicants do believe that in view of the above comments and the claims as pending by 
way of the Preliininaiy Amendment, all claims would be patentable over the cited art. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing remarl^, the applicants respectfully request reconsideration of this 
application and the timely allowance of the pending claims. 

If there are any fees due in connection with the filing of this response, please charge the fees 
to Deposit Account No. 03-0060. If a fee is required for an extension of time under 37 C.F.R. § 
1.136 not accounted for above, such extension is requested and should also be charged to said 
Deposit Account. 
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RespectMIy submitted. 




Luke A, KilyR-' 
Reg. No. 33,251 
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